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court performance alone. On the whole, however,
there is little need to exercise one's mind over its
escape from the general ban, seeing that one of
the dedicatees was a person of no standing and
the other could not be lured into allowing the
full use of his name even by the fact that the
piece had "Beene presented before the Queenes
most excellent Maiestie". The real interest of the
case lies in the double dedication. Two copies of
the play are extant, each bearing the same epistle,
but addressed to different individuals. The dedi-
cator masquerades under reversed initials, now
as "A. M." and now as "M. A.", and the second
dedicatee is no more clearly indicated. Curiously
enough, the epistle is written in a strain which
makes it difficult to determine whether it was the
work of the adapter or some other person. It
actually begins by "commending" "this pleasaunt
and fine conceited Comoedie" to "Maister John
Heardson, Esquire" (and "M. R.")-
Since the man of varying initials had written
himself down a trickster in extracting a double
douceur for the dedication of the play, he was
certainly wise in electing to take his place in the
ranks of the obscure. True, new editions of old
books were frequently given new dedicatees, but
this was not a case of a new edition. Between it